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in India/'1 By great exertions and some harsh measures,
which were later to cause him trouble, Hastings raised
troops and money, induced the Mahrattas and the Nizam to
quit the struggle, and forced Tippoo, the son and successor of
Hyder All, to make peace. Two years later Hastings, who
almost from the outset had been hampered by the Council of
Four, resigned and retired to England. His work in India,
more particularly his work in establishing the administration
of Bengal, marks him as a statesman of the first order.
On his return to England, Hastings was attacked with
great bitterness and obstinacy by Burke, who was supported
by Pitt, although with reserve and moderation. A number
of charges were preferred against him in the Commons, and
some of these were adopted as the basis of his impeachment
before the Lords. The chief accusations made against him
were that troops which he had hired to the Nawab of Oudh
had been used in an attack on another native state, Rohil-
kand; that a native, Nunkomar, who had accused him of
receiving bribes, had been condemned to death for forgery
and executed; that he had forced the Rajah of Benares to
contribute large sums of money to the Company, and that
on the Rajah's refusal to supply the Company with cavalry
he had been fined £500,000; that he had urged the Nawab
of Oudh to seize the treasures of his mother and grandmother
to pay his debt to the Company, and that British troops
had been used to overawe the princesses and induce them
to surrender their treasures. Several of the charges had
to be abandoned, the last two being treated as the most
serious; but the impeachment dragged on until 1795, when
Hastings was acquitted on all charges. He had, how-
ever, been ruined by the cost of his defence and died in
1818.
For the use of British troops against Rohilkand, Hastings
could scarcely be held responsible, though the wisdom of
hiring British troops to native princes may well be doubted.
That the execution of Nunkomar was an excessive punish-
ment is clear, but Hastings was not responsible for the
sentence, nor did the motive of revenge enter into the case.
1 Woodward, Expansion of Brit. Empire, p. 237.

